
REGULAR CITY COUNCIL MEETING 
MUNICIPAL MINUTES CITY OF TUPELO 

STATE OF MISSISSIPPI 

APRIL 19, 2022 

Be it remembered that a regular meeting of the Tupelo City Council was held in the 

Council Chambers in the City Hall building on Tuesday, April 19, 2022, at 6:00 p.m. 

with the following in attendance: Council Members Chad Mims, Lynn Bryan, Travis 

Beard, Nettie Davis, Buddy Palmer, Janet Gaston and Rosie Jones; Ben Logan, City 

Attorney and Missy Shelton, Clerk of the Council. Council Member Rosie Jones gave the 

invocation and Council Member Chad Mims led the pledge of allegiance. Council 

President Buddy Palmer called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. 

 

CONFIRMATION OR AMENDMENT TO THE AGENDA AND AGENDA 

ORDER 

Council Member Bryan moved, seconded by Council Member Beard, to confirm the 

agenda and agenda order, as presented, with the following change: 

 

DELETE:  Item #17 - In the Matter of Ratification of Land Conveyance Documents 

 

The vote was unanimous in favor. 

 

PROCLAMATIONS, RECOGNITIONS AND REPORTS AGENDA 

PUBLIC RECOGNITION 

Council President Palmer asked the Council members who attended the recent CDF trip 

to Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, give a brief statement about the trip. Council Member 

Davis said it was a great trip and they came home with good ideas that the City of Tupelo 

can implement. Council Member Beard said they were able to reaffirm some of the 

actions taken by the City of Tupelo such as green space, downtown, streets, etc. They 

also learned of finance options that might be available. Council Member Jones said there 

was a feeling of unity and that the projects they say incorporated all parts of the City. 

Council Member Gaston said a lot of the projects they saw were revenue producing and 

quality of life venues. Council Member Mims said he was impressed with the fiscal 

responsibility. He also was impressed with the focus on the quality of life projects. 

Council Member Davis reminded and invited everyone to the Community Forward 

Festival scheduled for coming Saturday - April 23, at Gum Tree Park. The festival is 

geared toward building relationships between the community and the Police Department. 
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Council Member Mims introduced the Tupelo High School Choir, Synergy, who were 

present at the meeting. After reading a list of the accomplishments from the previous 

year, the choir entertained the room with an a cappella selection. The list of members is 

attached to these minutes as APPENDIX A. 

MAYOR'S REMARKS 

Mayor Todd Jordan said the Oklahoma City trip was very enlightening. He was 

especially impressed with the cleanliness and the large parks. He recognized a list of 

those who participated in the preparations of the documentation of the RAISE grant, 

which was submitted last week.  

IN THE MATTER OF PUBLIC HEARING FOR DEMOLITION 

No one spoke during the public hearing concerning the demolition of 1104 Chapman St - 

Parcel # 077M-36-059-00. 

CITIZEN HEARING 

vOz Kapenekas 

Mr. vOz Kapenekas, owner of KRC Properties LLC - Songshine LLC, located at 114 N 

Broadway and 1102 Chickasaw Trail, gave his personal observations concerning the 

nature of life in Tupelo and its relationship with municipal government. The handout he 

shared is attached to these minutes as APPENDIX B. 

JANE MYERS 

Ms. Jane Myers, of 2106 President Ave, addressed the Council with her concerns of 

fireworks in the City of Tupelo. 

CHARLES JOHNSTON 

Mr. Charles Johnston did not appear to speak with the Council. 

IN THE MATTER OF MINUTES OF APRIL 5, 2022 COUNCIL MEETING 

Council Member Mims moved, seconded by Council Member Gaston, to approve the 

minutes of the Regular Council meeting held on April 5, 2022. The vote was unanimous 

in favor. 

IN THE MATTER OF BILL PAY 
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Bills were reviewed at 4:30 p.m. by Council Members Chad Mims, Travis Beard, Buddy 

Palmer and Nettie Davis. Council Member Jones moved, seconded by Council Member 

Beard, to approve the payment of the checks, bills, claims and utility adjustments.  The 

vote was unanimous in favor. APPENDIX C 

IN THE MATTER OF TUPELO LICENSE COMMISSION MINUTES 

Council Member Bryan moved, seconded by Council Member Jones, to approve the 

minutes of the March 22, 2022, meeting of the Tupelo License Commission. The vote 

was unanimous in favor. APPENDIX D 

IN THE MATTER OF REAPPOINTMENT OF STUART JOHNSON TO THE 

TUPELO MAJOR THOROUGHFARE PLAN CITIZENS LOBBYING AND 

OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE  

Council member Gaston moved, seconded by Council Member Beard, to approve the re-

appointment of Stuart Johnson to the Major Thoroughfare Committee effective April 19, 

2022 representing Ward 6. The vote was unanimous in favor. APPENDIX E 

IN THE MATTER OF DEMOLITION/LIEN RESOLUTION 

Council Member Davis moved, seconded by Council Member Beard, to approve a 

Resolution Adjudicating Cost and Assessing Lien Against Real Property, under Miss. 

Code Ann. 21-19-11(1972) as amended, for 583 Tank Street, which was in such a 

condition to be a menace to the public health, safety and welfare of the community and in 

need of demolition pursuant to Miss. Code Ann. 21-19-11 (1972) as amended, and to 

assess the amount as a lien on the real property. The vote was unanimous in favor. 

APPENDIX F 

 

IN THE MATTER OF PROPERTY FOR DEMOLITION  

Council Member Bryan moved, seconded by Council Member Beard to approve the 

following property on the public hearing demolition list, which is in such condition to be 

a menace to the public health, safety and welfare of the community and in need of 

cleaning, as authorized by Miss. Code § 21-19-11 (1972) as amended:  

1104 Chapman Street (PN#077M-36-059-00) 

The vote was unanimous in favor. APPENDIX G 

IN THE MATTER OF AWARD OF BID N0. 2022-009PW AIR PARK ROAD 

SCRUB SEAL 
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Bids were received by the City of Tupelo for Bid No 2022-009PW Air Park Road Scrub 

Seal with an alternate - Holly Hill Road. Council Member Gaston moved, seconded by 

Council Member Bryan, to award the lowest and best bid submitted by Pavement 

Restorations for a total amount of $113,900.00 which includes Alternate No. 1- Holly 

Hill Road and to allow the Mayor and City Clerk to execute any and all documents, 

subject to subsequent ratification by the City Council. The vote was unanimous in favor. 

APPENDIX H 

IN THE MATTER OF BID AWARD FOR PROJECT NO. T19-515 EASON 

BOULEVARD IMPROVEMENTS (VETERANS – BRIAR RIDGE) 

Bids were received by the City of Tupelo Eason Boulevard Improvements (Veterans - 

Briar Ridge). Council Member Beard moved, seconded by Council Member Davis, to 

award the lowest and best bid to Cook & Sons for a total of $4,102,161.63 and to allow 

the Mayor and City Clerk to execute any and all documents, subject to subsequent 

ratification by the City Council. The vote was unanimous in favor. APPENDIX I 

IN THE MATTER OF MAJOR THOROUGHFARE MINUTES FROM 

FEBRUARY 14, 2022 AND MARCH 7, 2022 

Council Member Beard moved, seconded by Council Member Davis, to approve the 

minutes of the Major Thoroughfare meetings held on February 14 and March 7, 2022. 

The vote was unanimous in favor. APPENDIX J 

IN THE MATTER OF APPROVAL TO REMOVE FROM ASSETS AND 

AUCTION 3 PARK AND RECREATION VEHICLES  

Council Member Beard moved, seconded by Council Member Gaston, to approve three 

vehicles as surplus, no longer needed for use by the City, and sell them at auction. The 

vote was unanimous in favor. APPENDIX K 

IN THE MATTER OF BID APPROVAL – ROADWAY MAINTENANCE 

PROGRAM 2022 ANNUAL TERM BID – 2022-014PW 

Council Member Davis moved, seconded by Council Member Beard, to award Bid # 

2022-014PW annual term bid for the 2022 Tupelo Roadway Maintenance Program to the 

lowest and best bid of Hodges Construction in the total amount of $20,513.00. The vote 

was unanimous in favor. APPENDIX L 

IN THE MATTER OF ACCEPTANCE OF DONATION DEED TO CITY ON 

TOLBERT STREET AND RATIFICATION OF VACATION OF RIGHT OF 

WAY ON SOUTH SIDE OF RHEA STREET 
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Council Member Davis moved, seconded by Council Member Bryan, to approve 'An 

Order to Accept the Conveyance of Land from Gary Sparkman to the City of Tupelo', as 

requested by the Administration. This item was initially discussed in February when a 

resolution was passed declaring property as surplus. The vote was unanimous in favor. 

APPENDIX M 

IN THE MATTER OF ORDER AUTHORIZING REAL PROPERTY 

EXCHANGE ON TOLBERT STREET TO CORRECT PROPERTY LINES 

Council member Bryan moved, seconded by Council Member Beard, to approve the 

acceptance of donation deed to City on Tolbert Street and the ratification of vacation of 

right of way on south side of Rhea Street. This order approving real property exchange 

with Kenneth Mayfield will correct a property lines discrepancy. The vote was 

unanimous in favor. APPENDIX N 

IN THE MATTER OF ORDER AUTHORIZING CLOSURE OF PUBLIC 

ACCESS FROM PARK STREET TO PRIVATE PROPERTY NEAR BNSF 

RAILROAD, COMPENSATING OWNER FOR DAMAGES BY PROVIDING 

ACCESS ON JEFFERSON STREET AND ABANDONING PORTION OF 

PLATTED ALLEY TO ADJOINING PROPERTY OWNERS 

Council Member Bryan moved, seconded by Council Member Jones, to approve an 

'Order Authorizing Closure of Public Access from Park Street to Private Property Near 

BNSF Railroad, Compensating Owner for Damages by Providing Access on Jefferson 

Street and Abandoning Portion of Platted Alley to Adjoining Property Owners'. The vote 

was unanimous in favor. APPENDIX O 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Council Member Davis moved, seconded by Council Member Bryan, to determine the 

need for an executive session. Attorney Ben Logan said the session will be for the 

purpose of the possibility of acceptance of donation of real property under Miss. Code 

Anno. 25-41-7(g) (1972 as amended). The vote was unanimous in favor at 6:44 p.m. 

 

Council Member Bryan moved, seconded by Council Member Gaston, to close the 

regular session and enter executive session for purpose of the possibility of acquisition of 

real property under Miss. Code Anno. 25-41-7 (g) (1972 as amended). The vote was 

unanimous in favor.   

 

After discussion in executive session, Council Member Davis moved, seconded by 

Council Member Jones to return to the regular meeting at 7:00 p.m. The vote was 

unanimous in favor. 
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CHECK INFORMATION FOR COUNCIL MEETING 

APRIL 19, 2022 

 
FUND CHECK NUMBERS 

POOL CASH 

EFT 

TWL ADJUSTMENTS 

ID-409217-409225; 409226-40955621 

50001568-50001593 

                                                                                                                                                         

 

ELECTRONIC TRANSFERS AS SHOWN ON THE FACE OF DOCKET 

 

INVOICES AS SHOWN ON FACE OF DOCKET 
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Tupelo License Commission Minutes 

Date: 3/22/2022    Time: 6:01 pm    Call to Order: Tony Carroll  Meeting Adjourned: 7:15 pm 

In Attendance 

LICENSE COMMISSION MEMBERS: 

Randy Hanlon  Terri Williams  Jay Scruggs  Tony Carroll  Richard Rhudy 

Matt Wiley    

CITY OF TUPELO STAFF: 

Tanner Newman Patrick Reagan Johnny Timmons Al Jones  Ben Logan 

Stephen Reed 

OTHERS PRESENT: 

Norman Spangler III (via Zoom)  Michael (HF Rep, via Zoom)  

Rob Harness   Britt Curbow 

Approval of Minutes 

Tupelo License Commission Board member Tony Carroll motioned to approve the minutes of the Tupelo 

License Commission meeting held on November 15, 2021.  The vote was unanimous in favor. 

Introductions/Election of Chairman 

Patrick Reagan, the new Chief Building Inspector, and Terri Williams, the new Architect Representative and 

new Tupelo License Commission Board Member, were introduced and Ms. Williams was welcomed into the 

Committee by Tanner Newman, Director of Development Services.  Jenny Savely, the new City Planner, was 

introduced to the Board Members by Mr. Newman.  Jay Scruggs nominated Richard Rhudy as the new Elect 

Vice Chairman of the Tupelo License Commission Board.  Terri Williams seconded the nomination and all 

present voted in favor.   

New Business 

1. Administrative Decision Appeal – Cooper Tire #7 Mixer  

Does the Commission allow the IBC rating or does Cooper Tire have to follow 

the UL rating? 
a. Randy Hanlon & Tony Carroll recused themselves since they have involvement with Cooper 

Tire.   

b. Norman Spangler III, who is working with HF, a third party company, stated the following: 

APPENDIX D
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Page 2 

“We have a project that is involved in the dual rating on the breaker.  The feed from the 

transformer to the breaker is 720 volts roughly.  Since the breaker has a dual rating of 1000 IBC 

and a rating of 600 UL, per code, are we allowed to use the IBC rating as well or do we have to 

follow the UL rating?” 

c. Tanner Newman directed the question to Patrick Reagan. 

i. Patrick Reagan stated the 600 volt UL is too small for the application. 

d. Ben Logan, City Attorney, asked Mr. Spangler the following questions: 

i. How long has the machine (Mixer #7) been installed? 

1. Mr. Spangler stated the machine has been installed for maybe 3 months and is 

just in the testing phase. 

ii. Where any permits applied for? 

1. Mr. Spangler stated no permits were applied for.                                                

iii. What changes would need to be made on the IEC standards vs the NEC standards. 

1. Mr. Spangler stated that is basically what they are asking us.  The machine was 

put together at HF, out of Germany.  For them it’s IEC, for us it’s UL.  The 

machine works in Mexico but in the US there are complications. 

e. Tanner Newman asked if anyone from Tupelo Water & Light would like to speak on the topic 

or make a recommendation to the commission. 

i. Tupelo Water & Light did not have any statements for this question. 

f. Tanner asked the Commission if they had any questions and to approve or deny the request. 

i. Jay Scruggs asked Mr. Spangler “Liability wise, do they not have an electrical engineer 

that can sign off on this on your behalf?” 

1. Mr. Spangler stated that he is an electrical engineer but that’s where the 

disconnect is between HF and Cooper, the IBC or UL rating. 

g. Michael, Manager from HF, stated the machine can handle 1000 volts.  He said there are no 

concerns to use 690 incoming volts.  Unfortunately, the UL rating stops at 600 volts.  He also 

stated the code the City of Tupelo currently uses, is from 2013.  He said in the 2018 version, the 

rating stops at 1000 volts. 

i. Mr. Newman and Mr. Reagan both stated the City of Tupelo operates on NEC 2011. 

h. Mr. Reagan waived on the decision to use the IBC rating. 

i. Mr. Newman asked for a motion on the decision to allow Cooper Tire to use the IBC rating vs 

the UL rating. 

i. Richard Rhudy motioned not to approve based on UL and IEC ratings.   

1. Jay Scruggs seconded that motion and all were in favor. 

j. Mr. Newman stated Cooper Tire will have to follow the NEC Code, which is the UL rating, for 

the breaker. 

i. Mr. Spangler requested the decision be emailed to him, which Mr. Newman agreed to. 

 

2. Request for Electrical Code Update 
a. Rob Harness, representing Kenneth Estes and Homebuilders & Remodelers Association of 

Northeast MS, made a request for an electrical update.   

b. Rob Harness, Residential Contractor in Tupelo, MS, said the Homeowners Association of 

Northeast MS, about 130 member strong, are looking for alternative building products to offset 

some of the cost.  During their board meeting, they discussed trying to get the electrical code 

changed.  They are asking for the option to use 14 gage wire instead of 12 gage wire.  The City 

of Tupelo is the only municipality within 100 mile radius that requires 12 gage wire.   

APPENDIX D
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i. Tony Carroll asked Mr. Harness, what would be the benefits of changing from a 12 gage 

wire to a 14 gage wire? 

1. Rob Harness said the biggest benefit is cost. 

c. Jay Scruggs made the comment that when the City of Tupelo started the requirement for 12 

wire, it was because 14 gage wire was being used for a certain type of home (mobile home) and 

used that requirement to keep those homes out of the City of Tupelo. 

d. Terri Williams suggested researching the matter further before making a decision. 

e. Patrick Reagan said as far as the inspections go, changing wire would require them to look at 

things more closely.  The electrical code update would 100% meet the NEC Code.  

Manufactured housing industries have built to the NEC Code with 14 gage wire.  The city has 

adopted codes against manufactured houses and if challenged in court, the question would be 

asked “why do we not allow manufactured houses?”  Our answer would be “It does not meet 

our electrical code.”   

f. Tony Carroll asked “If we allow this and the inspector misses something, but you’ve certified it, 

and the house burns because we missed some little wire, what legal condition does that leave 

the city in?” 

i. Stephen Reed, Assistant City Attorney, stated “It’s hard to say what extent of liability it 

would put us in.  Once our seal is on it, that could pose some issues.” 

g. Mr. Scruggs stated, “It’s pretty easy to see wire issues.  It’s hard to believe that Tupelo is the 

only city that can’t make this work.” 

h. Mr. Newman stated, “The City of Tupelo operates under the NEC.  At some point in the city’s 

history, the city chose to add this additional language to our electrical code.  They’ve adopted 

the NEC but they’ve also added this language, in addition to the NEC as our adopted electrical 

code.  A lot has changed since that decision was made, such as color coded wires.  You now can 

see the difference between the two.” 

i. Mr. Newman asked Jenny Savely if she had any additional information that she could offer the 

Commission, about mobile homes, as far as what other codes the city currently has that limits 

their location in the city. 

i. Jenny Savely stated, “Our primary thing that keeps people from citing mobile homes is 

that it has to adhere to ICC 20-18.  I think the intent of the code was to keep the older 

mobile homes out that did not aesthetically work or were run down.  Holding to the 20-

18 standards keeps us within the newer homes that have safer protocols.  That’s where 

we stand now.  I don’t think changing this would necessarily prohibit any mobile 

homes.  There are a lot of regulations that prevent that, if that’s our goal.” 

j. Tanner asked, “In your opinion, as the City Planner, if the Commission chose to approve this 

request, that’s not going to impact the City’s ability to regulate mobile homes in the city?” 

i. Mrs. Savely stated, “I don’t believe so but I would definitely also defer to Stephen and 

Patrick on their thoughts on this.  But from my perspective, I don’t think that’s the only 

limitation.” 

1. Stephen replied that mobile homes are only allowed on agricultural zoned areas 

in Tupelo. 

k. Mr. Newman asked if Johnny Timmons or any of his guys would like to comment on this issue 

or offer any additional information that might be informative for the Commission. 

i. Johnny Timmons and Al Jones said they do not see any issues with it.  

l. Mr. Newman asked if there was anyone in the audience that would like to comment or offer 

and further information. 

APPENDIX D
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i. Mark Substance said the cost is the only issue.  If it’s adopted in the code book, he 

doesn’t understand why we don’t use it.  

1. Tony Carroll replied that the only advantage of changing to 14 gage wire, is a 

few hundred dollars, when there are so much other unknowns.  What are the 

other benefits? 

a. Jay Scruggs asked why we don’t use 10 wire then?  He said it’s not a 

safety thing.  Why are we the last to get on board? 

i. Tony Carroll said he wants to do what’s right for the city and 

citizens, not just the contractors. 

ii. Rob Harness said it is easier to work with a 14 gage wire and there is more liability with 

a 12 gage wire using a 20 amp breaker.  14 gage wire pulls easier than 12 gage wire does. 

m. Mr. Newman asked if any of the gentlemen use 14 gage wire when building outside the City of 

Tupelo.   

i. Britt Curbow stated that as long as you have it on a 15 amp breaker, it is fine.  The 

biggest thing is the breaker. 

n. Mr. Newman – The request is to allow 14 gage wire for lighting only, but 12 gage would stay 

intact for outlets.  Tanner Asked Mr. Reagan what he would see change, in terms of inspections?  

How do you see it affecting the time it takes to conduct an inspection, if we switch? 

i. Mr. Reagan said it would not be a huge change.  Could possibly make some things 

easier, with the color code change.  They will have to verify that the 14 gage wire is 

going with a 15 breaker and will need someone there to open/close the breaker box. 

1. Tony Carroll asked “Are breakers in the box?” 

a. Mr. Reagan said “yes.” 

o. Mr. Newman stated, “If it’s the Commissions will to take a vote tonight, the next step would be, 

whatever you are recommending, that will have to go to the City Council for final approval.  

They will not take up this issue until the Commission takes a formal vote.” 

i. Terri Williams proposes to take the request under consideration and motioned to meet 

within a week or two. 

1. Stephen Reed wanted to table the request until the next meeting. 

2. Richard Rhudy seconded Terri Williams’ motion. 

a. All were in favor and the motion was carried. 

p. Terri Williams nominated Patrick as the person to receive emails about the Commission 

meetings. 

   

Announcements 

Tanner Newman announced the Administration is working on, with Jenny Savely and the legal team, a 

comprehensive update to our Development Code and to the City Code of Ordinances. 

 

Next Meeting 

4/14/2022, City Council Chambers, 2nd Floor of City Hall 

6:00 PM 
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AGENDA REQUEST  

 

 

TO:  Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Tanner Newman, Director of Development Services 

DATE April 19, 2022 

SUBJECT:  IN THE MATTER OF REVIEW/APPROVE REAPPOINTMENT OF STUART 

JOHNSON TO THE TUPELO MAJOR THOROUGHFARE PLAN CITIZENS 

LOBBYING AND OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE TN 
  

 

Request:  

The administration requests approval of the Mayor’s reappointment of Stuart Johnson to a four 

year term on the Tupelo Major Thoroughfare Plan Citizens Lobbying and Oversight Committee 

(Major Thoroughfare Committee) representing Ward 6 effective April 19, 2022. 

 

APPENDIX E
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Stuart Johnson 
04.01.22 

 
Stuart Johnson is recently retired from Renasant Bank/Renasant Corporation after 45 years of service 
where he spent his career in a number of capacities including serving as chief financial officer.  In that 
role he worked with various government/banking regulators, investment bankers, asset managers, 
board of directors, and the executive management team.  He holds a Masters of Accountancy degree 
from Mississippi State University and a graduate of the BAI Banking School in Wisconsin.  He is a past 
recipient of Leaders in Finance Award selected by the Mississippi Business Journal.  Stuart is currently a 
member of the Tupelo Thoroughfare Committee and has served as chairman for a number of 
subcommittees.  He serves Lee County on the 4-H Advisory Committee, vice president of the Mississippi 
Angus Association, a member of the Northeast District Livestock Show Committee.  He and his wife, 
Brenda, have four adult children and six grandchildren.  He is a member of Harrisburg Baptist Church 
where he has served as Sunday School teacher, and has served on various church committees. 
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AGENDA REQUEST  

 

 

TO:  Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Dennis Bonds, City Engineer 

DATE April 13, 2022 

SUBJECT:  IN THE MATTER OF IN THE MATTER OF BID AWARD FOR AWARD OF 

BID N0. 2022-009PW AIR PARK ROAD SCRUB SEAL DRB 
  

 

Request:  

Bid Award for Bid No 2022-009PW Air Park Road Scrub Seal including Alternate No.1 – Holly 

Hill Road for a total of $ 113,900.00 to Pavement Restorations Inc. 
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AGENDA REQUEST  

 

 

TO:  Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Dennis Bonds, City Engineer 

DATE April 13, 2022 

SUBJECT:  IN THE MATTER OF BID AWARD FOR PROJECT NO. T19-515 EASON 

BOULEVARD IMPROVEMENTS (VETERANS – BRIAR RIDGE) DRB 
  

 

Request:  

Bid Award for Project No T19-515 Eason Boulevard Improvements (Veterans – Briar Ridge) to 

Cook & Sons for a total of $4,102,161.63 The low bid amount is ABOVE the Engineer’s 

estimate of $4,088,784.80. The Major Thoroughfare Committee approved a motion to 

recommend acceptance of this bid to the City Council at their April 11, 2022 Meeting. 
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AGENDA REQUEST  

 

 

TO:  Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Chuck Williams, Director of Public Works  

DATE April 11, 2022 

SUBJECT:  IN THE MATTER OF APPROVAL TO REMOVE FROM ASSETS AND 

AUCTION 3 PARK AND REC VEHICLES - CW 
  

 

Request:  

Request to auction and remove from assets the following vehicles listed below that were 

transferred from the Park and Rec Department -  

  

1999 CHEVROLET S10 1GCCS14X0W8243953 PR5A – WORN OUT 

1995 FORD RANGER BC10752 COT0005 1FTCR10X3SUA73204 PR23 – WORN OUT 

2001 DODGE D1500 BC10760 1B7HC16Y51S182040 PR25 – WORN OUT 
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AGENDA REQUEST  

 

 

TO:  Mayor and City Council 

FROM: Chuck Williams, Director  

DATE April 14, 2022 

SUBJECT:  IN THE MATTER OF BID APPROVAL – ROADWAY MAINTENANCE 

PROGRAM 2022 ANNUAL TERM BID – 2022-014PW - CW 
  

 

Request:  

Request to approve the Roadway Maintenance Program 2022 Annual Term Bid – 2022-014PW 

 

Please accept our recommendation to award the lowest and best bid to –  

 

James A. Hodges Construction, Inc.   $20513.00 

 

Three total bids were received and are as follows – 

 

Hodges $20513.00 

Phillips $39272.00 

WG   $40776.25 
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@dabbscorp   
 OFFICE 662.840.4162 1005 N. Eason Boulevard 

  MOBILE 601.927.4012 Tupelo, MS 38804 

 

 
April 11, 2022 
 
 
Mr. Chuck Williams 
Director of Public Works 
City of Tupelo 
604 Crossover Road 
Tupelo, Mississippi 38801 
 
REFERENCE:  RECOMMENDATION OF AWARD OF CONTRACT  
   TUPELO ROADWAY MAINTENANCE PROGRAM 
   2022 ANNUAL TERM BID – BID NO. 2022-014 PW 
     
Dear Mr. Williams: 
 
I am pleased to submit to you, the Mayor and the City Council, our conclusions and recommendations regarding the 
award of the construction contract for the referenced project.  Bids were opened at Tupelo City Hall in the City Council 
Chambers on Wednesday, April 6, 2022 at 10:00 AM local time.   
 
Three bids were received for this project that included unit prices for forty-two (42) items that are routinely utilized in 
the maintenance and repair of roadway and drainage improvements projects.  The bids ranged from $20,513.00 - 
$40,776.00 for the unit price bid.  The low bid price submitted by James A. Hodges Construction, Inc. totaled 
$20,513.00.  This bid total, along with the individual unit prices for the bid items, fall within the typical amounts that 
are associated with this type of construction activity.  The tabulation for the three bids is attached hereto. 
 
This is a vital aspect of the City’s roadway maintenance program and, thus, it is my recommendation to seek approval 
from the City Council to award this contract to Hodges Construction in accordance with the bid proposal and Contract 
Documents for this project and authorize the Mayor to execute the contract on behalf of the City of Tupelo.  We 
appreciate the opportunity to be of service to you and to be involved with this project.   Please let us know should 
have any questions or require additional information. 
 
Sincerely, 
DABBS CORPORATION 

 

Dustin D. Dabbs, PE 
President 

 

Attachment 

 
C: Don Lewis, COO, City of Tupelo 

 Ben Logan, City Attorney, City of Tupelo 
 Kim Hanna, CFO, City of Tupelo 
 Jason Rush, TPW Street Department Mngr., City to Tupelo 
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BID TABULATION - BID NO. 2022-014PW
CITY OF TUPELO, MISSISSIPPI
TUPELO ROADWAY MAINTENANCE PROGRAM - 2022 ANNUAL BID
BID DATE: 04/06/2022

1 REMOVAL OF ASPHALT DRIVEWAYS, ALL DEPTHS SY 1 20.00            20.00$              23.00            23.00$              20.00            20.00$              

2 REMOVAL OF CONCRETE DRIVEWAYS, ALL DEPTHS SY 1 18.00            18.00$              23.00            23.00$              20.00            20.00$              

3 REMOVAL OF ASPHALT PAVEMENT, ALL DEPTHS SY 1 26.00            26.00$              23.00            23.00$              20.00            20.00$              

4 REMOVAL OF CONCRETE PAVEMENT, ALL DEPTHS SY 1 20.00            20.00$              23.00            23.00$              20.00            20.00$              

5 REMOVAL OF CONCRETE SIDEWALK, ALL DEPTHS SY 1 18.00            18.00$              23.00            23.00$              20.00            20.00$              

6 REMOVAL OF CURB & GUTTER, ALL TYPES LF 1 13.00            13.00$              16.00            16.00$              25.00            25.00$              

7 REMOVAL OF INLETS, ALL SIZES EA 1 100.00         100.00$            1,000.00      1,000.00$        1,000.00      1,000.00$        

8 SAW CUT, FULL DEPTH LF 1 13.00            13.00$              10.00            10.00$              18.00            18.00$              

9 UNCLASSIFIED EXCAVATION, 0'-3' DEPTH CY 1 20.00            20.00$              23.00            23.00$              21.00            21.00$              

10 EXCESS EXCAVATION, 0'-3' DEPTH CY 1 25.00            25.00$              23.00            23.00$              15.00            15.00$              

11 BORROW EXCAVATION, 0'-3' DEPTH CY 1 28.00            28.00$              25.00            25.00$              25.00            25.00$              

12 CRUSHED STONE, 0'-1' DEPTH TON 1 50.00            50.00$              75.00            75.00$              75.00            75.00$              

13 ASPHALT BASE COURSE, 19mm MIX, IN PLACE TON 1 300.00         300.00$            280.00         280.00$            285.00         285.00$            

BASE BID SUB-TOTAL

14 REMOVAL OF CONCRETE PIPE CULVERT, 24" OR LESS LF 1 16.00            16.00$              30.00            30.00$              30.00            30.00$              

15 REMOVAL OF CONCRETE PIPE CULVERT, 25" - 48" LF 1 20.00            20.00$              40.00            40.00$              45.00            45.00$              

16 REMOVAL OF PIPE CULVERT, ALL OTHER TYPES, 24" OR LESS LF 1 20.00            20.00$              30.00            30.00$              28.00            28.00$              

17 REMOVAL OF PIPE CULVERT, ALL OTHER TYPES, 25" - 48" LF 1 18.00            18.00$              40.00            40.00$              45.00            45.00$              

18 REINF. CONCRETE CURB INLET, SS-2 OR APPROVED EQUAL CY 1 1,500.00      1,500.00$        2,500.00      2,500.00$        3,500.00      3,500.00$        

19 PVC CURB INLET W/ 2' X 2' STD. CAST IRON GRATE EA 1 3,000.00      3,000.00$        6,500.00      6,500.00$        7,000.00      7,000.00$        

20 PVC CURB INLET W/ 2' X 3' HIGH FLOW CAST IRON GRATE EA 1 3,000.00      3,000.00$        6,500.00      6,500.00$        8,500.00      8,500.00$        

21 REINF. CONCRETE DRAIN BASIN W/ 2' X 2' CAST IRON GRATE CY 1 3,000.00      3,000.00$        2,500.00      2,500.00$        5,000.00      5,000.00$        

22 PVC DRAIN BASIN W/ 2' X 2' CAST IRON GRATE EA 1 3,000.00      3,000.00$        2,500.00      6,500.00$        7,500.00      7,500.00$        

23 CONNECT TO EXISTING PIPE, ALL TYPES, 24" OR LESS EA 1 1,500.00      1,500.00$        6,500.00      2,500.00$        1,200.00      1,200.00$        

24 CONNECT TO EXISTING PIPE, ALL TYPES, 25" - 48" EA 1 1,800.00      1,800.00$        2,500.00      3,500.00$        1,800.00      1,800.00$        

25 CONNECT TO EXISTING INLET/JUNCTION BOX, ALL TYPES EA 1 1,500.00      1,500.00$        3,500.00      3,000.00$        3,500.00      3,500.00$        

26 CONCRETE, IN PLACE CY 1 500.00         500.00$            3,000.00      3,000.00$        300.00         300.00$            

27 15" RCP, LESS THAN 4' DEPTH, OWNER FURNISHED PIPE LF 1 30.00            30.00$              46.00$         46.00$              15.00            15.00$              

28 15" RCP, 4'-6' DEPTH, OWNER FURNISHED PIPE LF 1 35.00            35.00$              55.00$         55.00$              20.00            20.00$              

29 18" RCP, LESS THAN 4' DEPTH, OWNER FURNISHED PIPE LF 1 35.00            35.00$              46.00$         46.00$              15.00            15.00$              

30 18" RCP, 4'-6' DEPTH, OWNER FURNISHED PIPE LF 1 38.00            38.00$              55.00$         55.00$              25.00            25.00$              

31 24" RCP, LESS THAN 4' DEPTH, OWNER FURNISHED PIPE LF 1 35.00            35.00$              46.00$         46.00$              20.00            20.00$              

32 24" RCP, 4'-6' DEPTH, OWNER FURNISHED PIPE LF 1 40.00            40.00$              55.00$         55.00$              35.00            35.00$              

33 30" RCP, LESS THAN 4' DEPTH, OWNER FURNISHED PIPE LF 1 45.00            45.00$              55.00$         55.00$              45.00            45.00$              

34 30" RCP, 4'-6 DEPTH', OWNER FURNISHED PIPE LF 1 50.00            50.00$              69.00$         69.00$              55.00            55.00$              

35 36" RCP, LESS THAN 4' DEPTH, OWNER FURNISHED PIPE LF 1 45.00            45.00$              69.00$         69.00$              65.00            65.00$              

36 36" RCP, 4'-6' DEPTH, OWNER FURNISHED PIPE LF 1 50.00            50.00$              86.00$         86.00$              75.00            75.00$              

37 15" HDPE, LESS THAN 4' DEPTH, OWNER FURNISHED PIPE LF 1 35.00            35.00$              35.00$         35.00$              15.00            15.00$              

38 15" HDPE, 4'-6' DEPTH, OWNER FURNISHED PIPE LF 1 40.00            40.00$              46.00$         46.00$              25.00            25.00$              

39 18" HDPE, LESS THAN 4' DEPTH, OWNER FURNISHED PIPE LF 1 40.00            40.00$              35.00$         35.00$              15.00            15.00$              

40 18" HDPE, 4'-6' DEPTH, OWNER FURNISHED PIPE LF 1 45.00            45.00$              46.00$         46.00$              25.00            25.00$              

41 24" HDPE, LESS THAN 4' DEPTH, OWNER FURNISHED PIPE LF 1 45.00            45.00$              35.00$         35.00$              25.00            25.00$              

42 24" HDPE, 4'-6' DEPTH, OWNER FURNISHED PIPE LF 1 50.00            50.00$              46.00$         46.00$              35.00            35.00$              

43 30" HDPE, LESS THAN 4' DEPTH, OWNER FURNISHED PIPE LF 1 55.00            55.00$              46.00$         46.00$              50.00            50.00$              

44 30" HDPE, 4'-6' DEPTH, OWNER FURNISHED PIPE LF 1 60.00            60.00$              55.00$         55.00$              55.00            55.00$              

45 36" HDPE, LESS THAN 4' DEPTH, OWNER FURNISHED PIPE LF 1 60.00            60.00$              55.00$         55.00$              60.00            60.00$              

46 36" HDPE, 4'-6' DEPTH, OWNER FURNISHED PIPE LF 1 65.00            65.00$              69.00            69.00$              75.00            75.00$              

BASE BID SUB-TOTAL

47 TEMPORARY SILT FENCE LF 1 10.00            10.00$              5.00              5.00$                 7.50              7.50$                 

48 WATTLES, 12" EA 1 80.00            80.00$              10.00            10.00$              6.75              6.75$                 

BASE BID SUB-TOTAL

GRAND TOTAL

EROSION CONTROL ITEMS

19,772.00$                      37,690.00$                      39,198.00$                      

90.00$                            15.00$                            14.25$                            

HODGES                 
CONSTRUCTION

UNIT 
COST

TOTAL 
COST

651.00$                          

20,513.00$                  

TOTAL 
COST

PHILLIPS                
CONTRACTING

ITEM                   
NO. DESCRIPTION UNIT

1,567.00$                       1,564.00$                       

WG                        
CONSTRUCTION

UNIT 
COSTQNTY.

Page 1 of 1

TOTAL 
COST

UNIT 
COST

ROADWAY ITEMS

DRAINAGE ITEMS

39,272.00$                  40,776.25$                  
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